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comparison	to,	more	transformative	changes.		I	still	remain	somewhat	puzzled	as	to	how	to	address	this	question	analytically.	On	the	one	hand,	I	sometimes	have	the	impression	that	in	discussing	improvements	for	the	better	within	capitalist	societies	(e.g.,	8-hour	work	days),	one	is	taken	for	a	“reformist”	–	and	somehow,	thereby,	a	defender	of	capitalism.	This	is	why	I	thought	it	would	be	interesting	to	explore	tensions	between	my	empirical	observations	and	the	most	critical	voices	in	the	discipline.	On	the	other	hand,	I	share	many	of	the	sharpest	critique	about	capitalist	exploitation,	the	lacks	of	distributive	and	environmental	justice,	and	so	forth.	Nonetheless,	I	have	the	feeling	that	the	critique,	at	least	in	some	cases,	sometime	closes	off	the	possibility	of	analyzing	the	role	and	impact	of	critique	itself.	I	have,	for	example,	encountered	colleagues	who	dismissed	any	impact	of	critique	I	discussed,	suggesting	that	everyone	knows	that	all	capitalism	is	capable	of	is	raw	exploitation.	Instead	of	framing	the	debate	in	terms	of	(limited)	reform	vs.	revolution,	my	aim	is	to	better	understand	responses	to	demands	for	reform	and	fundamental	change.	It	could	be	that	revolutionary	demands	still	have	an	impact,	even	if	they	do	not	achieve	their	initial	goals,	i.e.	as	a	sort	of	watered-down	reform	version	of	the	original	demands.	Pointing	to	a	lack	of	fundamental	change	may	overlook	this	sort	of	dynamic.		My	interest	in	the	article	is	analytical	rather	than	to	take	a	political	stance	on	reform	vs.	revolution,	so	to	speak.	Although	I	equally	wish	for	fundamental	change,	and	perceive	corporate	dominance	as	highly	problematic,	large	corporations	are	a	reality	in	our	midst	that	–for	better	or	for	worse	–	are	also	responsive	to	societal	concerns.	In	my	analysis	of	corporate	engagement	with	critique,	the	empirical	confirms	political	concerns	about	corporate	power	(and	lack	of	reflection)	to	a	large	extent.	Yet,	in	the	article	I	also	highlighted	that	there	is	also	some	degree	of	doubt	about	how	to	interpret	certain	developments	–	and	I	hope	to	learn	more	about	whether	or	not,	or	how,	my	colleagues	deal	with	such	doubt.	My	analysis	certainly	has	its	limits,	yet	stemming	from	my	observations	(both	in	Zambia,	in	the	literature,	and	in	general)	it	is	clear	that	there	is	more	to	learn	about	the	role	of	critique,	and	whether	or	not,	and	why	or	why	not,	the	work	of	activists,	including	many	anthropologists,	have	any	impact.		I	hope	my	work	contributes	to	such	discussions	concerning	the	impact	of	critique	in	capitalist	societies,	to	address	Appel’s	question	about	what	I	would	like	to	see	come	of	my	scholarship.	At	the	same	time,	as	was	the	case	with	a	previous	article	on	the	role	of	a	countermovement	opposing	“land	grabbing”	(Salverda	2018),	I	also	intended	to	provide	(activists	with)	some	hope	–	or	what	Appel	describes	as	“the	terrain	of	imaginative	possibility	around	transnationalist	capitalist	practices”.	There	is	certainly	much	to	critique,	and	to	despair,	concerning	the	global	land	
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rush,	yet	there	has	been	relatively	little	discussion	about	how	those	at	whom	critiques	are	targeted	interact	and	engage	with	such	critiques.	My	evidence	indicates	that	not	all	of	the	critics’	work	was	in	vain,	although	I	would	be	the	last	to	argue	that	it	has	been	sufficient.	Yet,	in	“waiting	for	the	revolution,”	I	think	it	is	also	useful	to	discuss	(and	provide	some	hope	about)	the	role	and	impact	of	critique	within	capitalist	societies.	Hence,	together	with	the	insightful	and	welcome	comments	of	both	Beeman	and	Appel	–	and	in	an	odd	way,	also	the	company’s	revocation	of	the	agreement	–	I	hope	the	issues	discussed	here	will	allow	for	further	debate.					
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